DECENTRALISATION AND DISPERSAL                365
as housewife than does the flat. It is, moreover, sheer nonsense
to denounce the flat as an undesirable contribution towards the
solution of the housing problem. Such a stubborn adherence to
unfounded assumptions is both unimaginative and stupid. The
flat has come to stay, and has proved itself successful on the
Continent when intelligently laid out and constructed. Blocks
of flats will have to be used in this country if wishful thinking
is not to be considered as more important than realities. One
is getting nearer to the kernel of thus problem if one takes the
labour saving qualities of a household as the standard. As Sir
William Beveridge said:
If you do not want a smaller population you will have to consider
means of preventing this concentration of population. If you
consider the relationship of population to housing, you must consider
not only the size of the house, but also the quality of the house.
When a woman is considering whether she will have another child,
she wonders whether she can cope with the addition plus the care
of running the house. It is possible that the population problem
will be solved by the all-electric and labour-saving house.
The changing structure of our society leads to a combination
of the individual care of the child, as exerted by the family, and
communal welfare institutions. This does not mean that the
child should be subservient to political influences of the State
or a group, nor that it should be anything like a " communal-
ised " child, alienated from his family. It is just this depersonal-
isation which has to be resisted in order to make the child a
regenerating factor of family life. Rather, this combination
should result in relieving the mother and housewife and in
fostering a sound communal feeling in the youth. Then the
child will be neither the guardian of a retrospective family cult
as in China, nor an economic problem as in Europe. It will
be a stimulus for adults to develop their own personality in
order to reinstate their children as creative members of society.
It is for these reasons that the neighbourhood unit must be
focused on the educational institutions for the child. This fact
as such has been recognised; but the deeper understanding of
its underlying causes, and their significance in practice, is still
lacking. We need this insight, for it is not enough to erect
some school buildings and a community centre and to group
the dwelling-houses around them. We must infuse the whole
organism with a spirit of futurity if it is to be something more
than just another playing field for architects and town planners.
It is, therefore, a somewhat pathetic under-stateinent to speak
in this connection of the school as at least one of the primary
social organs. It is the social heart from which the life-blood
is being propelled to all parts of this microcosm.
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